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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined 
application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference 
claim(s). See, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance v^th 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

Claims 1-8 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 and 3-7 and claims 1-10 of copending 
Application No. 10/697,238 and 10/697,027. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because both sets of claims are directed 
towards a gaming machine that comprises a variable display device that displays designs or 
symbols. Additionally, they include a front electric display which consist from a group of at 
least a liquid crystal display panel or series of light emitting diodes. This display uses a light 
guiding plate to create an illuminating effect for the display device so that a gaming machine can 
produce several different array of symbols and designs that compliment the basic reel display 
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device commonly found in game machines. The two sets of claims have simply been rearranged 
so that they are claimed in different orders and are directed towards the same device except one 
uses a light emitting diode and the other a liquid crystal display. However, these are different 
forms of lighting display devices and perform the same function therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use either type of 
lighting device to perform the same functions as described in the claims. Therefore it would be 
obvious that these two inventions are not patentably distinct but simply have used altemative 
synonyms and language structure to detail the same invention. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign* country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Loose et al. 
(EP 1,260,928 A2). 

Regarding claim 1, Loose et al. discloses a variable display unit for variably displaying a 
plurality of symbols (see mechanical reels [12(a'C)J of Fig, 1 and the related description 
thereof); a selector for selecting a winning combination {see microcontroller [30] of Fig. 1 and 
the related description thereof); and an electrical display provided above the variable display 
unit {see display [18] and secondary display [40] of Fig, 1). 
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Regarding claim 2, Loose et al. discloses a gaming machine comprising a translucent 
electrical display provided in front of the variable display unit {see transmissive display [16] of 
Fig, 2a and the related description thereof). 

Regarding claim 3, Loose et al. discloses a game controller for generating a special game 
state which gives an advantage to a player a player based on a predetermined condition {see 
bonus game of Fig. 7 and the related description thereof); wherein the translucent electrical 
display executes shielding control for making at least part of the variable display unit invisible to 
the player during the special game state, based on a prescribed condition {see Fig. 8a and the 
related description thereof). 

Regarding claims 4-5, Loose et al. discloses a game machine wherein the electrical 
display displays a pay table in which the wanning combination is associated with a predetermined 
prize to be awarded when the winning combination is formed {see Fig. 5 and the related 
description thereof). Additionally, Loose discloses a switch for switching the pay table to 
another table {see Fig. 5 and the related description thereof). 

Regarding claim 6, Loose et al. discloses a game machine wherein the electrical display 
displays an image for decorating the gaming machine {see Fig. 8c and the related description 
thereof). 

Regarding claim 7, Loose et al. discloses a game machine wherein the translucent 
electrical display displays an image according to a game state while executing the shielding 
control {see Figs, 10(b-c) and the related description thereof). 

Regarding claim 8, Loose discloses a game machine wherein the translucent electrical 
display executes the shielding control to indicate an advantageous way of operating the gaming 
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machine to the player {ie: Wild symbol occurring for advantageous result for player) (see Fig. 9c 
and the related description thereof). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Takemoto et al. (US 5,472,195) - Display System at a Game Machine Island. 

Takemoto (US 5,462,277) - Game Machine Having an Apparatus for Showing Prize 
Awarding Combinations on Rotating Drums. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be direct to Ryan Hsu whose telephone number is (571)-272-7148. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

•If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P Olszewski can be reached at (571)-272-6788. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 1-866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



RH 
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